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>> Can everybody hear me in the back? Can 

you raise your hand? Thank you. 

Got a little technical issue over here. They should be 
finished up in the next couple of minutes and we'll get 
going. Appreciate your patience. We'll be back with you 
shortly . 

>> . . .Okay good evening and welcome to the 

final public forum at the Foreign Affairs Security Training 
Center. My name is Chuck Raderstorf, I am the Project Director 
for the Bureau of the Diplomatic Security at the State 
Department. Some administrative announcements before we 
begin. For your own safety please try to keep aisles and 
door ways as clear as possible. Of course exits located at 
the front and rear. In the event we have to evacuate the 
auditorium, please move to those exits. We request you please silence 
your cell phones. If you do need the make a call, please 
move to the rear of the auditorium. When you came in you 
had the opportunity to sign in and pick up an information 
packet. If you did not take advantage of that there they 
are still available out in the lobby. Please recommend you 
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do so . 

There is a stenographer here documenting the meeting as 
well as providing the real-time captioning services on the 
projection screen for anyone who needs this service. The 
video recorded by Queen Anne's County and posted on QAC 
TV shortly. 



The open press event. And members are in the audience 
this evening. 

At the completion we'll move into the question and 
answer part of the program where you'll have an opportunity 
to ask questions verbally. If you choose not to ask a 
question in this particular public forum you may submit a 
written comment or a question using the comment cards 
provided to you in the information packet. You can drop 
the comment card in the boxes in the lobby or mail it to 
the address on the card. 

To begin this evening's presentation I'd like to 
introduce Mr. Adam Bodner. He's the Director of 
the Office of Real Property Management at the Department of 
State. Adam. 

>> Good evening. My name is Adam Bodner. 

I want to thank everybody very much for coming out to meet 
with us again. I was here last month for the first 
meetings. It was clear that everyone had very different 
expectations for the meetings. And different 
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understandings of the project. Despite that, those first 
two meetings were very valuable for us in terms of finding 
out the issues and concerns of the community. And provides 
us with a lot of great information to study in the 
Environmental Assessment. 

We didn't have all the answers at that meeting because 
all we had done was the site selection. Now we're doing 
the Environmental Assessment. We started with you last 



month and we have a lot more information now. 

Might still not have all the answers you're looking for 
today but we've done a lot of work over the past month and 
we want to bring you up to date on exactly where we are, 
right now. 

So our agenda and our goals for tonight is first to 
back up a little bit and summarize our site selection 
process and how we got to Queen Anne's County in the first 
place . 

We also want to explain our project and the activities 
that we would and would not do on the site. We want to 
share the findings of our studies so far, discuss next 
steps and opportunities to continue to dialogue in 
conversation with you about the project. And we want to 
provide lots of time for questions and answers. 

So I'm going summarize our site selection process and 
then turn the mic backs over to Chuck to discuss activities 



we would do on site. 

How we got to Queen Anne's County in the first place. 
We want to explain this a little bit better. Before we 
even started to evaluate sites, we developed a couple of 
key criteria that any site had to meet. First we 
determined that we need 1250 developable acres of land. 
That was the amount of space that we determined we would 
need to satisfy or house all of our requirements. The 
second criteria was that it had to be — any site had to be 



no more than 150 miles from Washington DC. In the 150-mile 
requirement answers a question we heard several times last 
month which was why not put this somewhere out west like 
Kansas or Texas or somewhere where they have lots of land. 
One answer to that is that all of our other classroom and 
diplomatic training is conducted in Washington and in 
Arlington, Virginia. So I had to be near that. And of 
course Washington is the headquarters of the State 
Department . 

The second answer is that 150 smiles about a 2 and a 
half hour drive, which is about the longest that we could 
ask students, trainers, and others to go if they had to go 
back and forth in one day. 

The second question that we heard frequently has been 
why not put this on a military base like Quantico or 
Aberdeen or Fort AP Hill. And I want to be clear that 
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federal regulations actually require us, require any 
federal agency to first look for existing federal property 
before buying new federal property. And we definitely did 
that . 

But the military's needs are greater than ours and 
we're not the military. And they were unable to 
accommodate us . So we had to go to the market to the 
private sector, for our requirement. I want to mention 
also that one of the key goals of the stimulus act, which 
is providing much of the funding for this project, is to 
bring economic and employment opportunities to parts of the 



country outside of the major metropolitan areas and 
business centers. 

So as many of you know we advertised in late June. And 
this site which was already for sale offered to us along 
with many others. We spent the summer and fall making site 
visit, gathering all the publicly available information 
that we could. And evaluating the sites based on a number 
of criteria. For all of the sites we did a very rigorous 
and thorough evaluation looking at dozens and dozens of 
specific issues. Among them for example the cost the 
topography the infrastructure to be site, were there any 
hazardous dumps or landfills on the site, any easements and 
then broader range of the utilities and the infrastructure 
in the surrounding area, the road network, the availability 



of the amenities like restaurants and hotels. All of these 
factors played in our evaluation. 

No site was perfect. But by the end of November, we 
were confident that this was the best site. So even though 
we came out publicly then and said that this was our 
preferred site, what does that really mean? It just means 
that it's our preference, that now we have to hear what all 
the issues are. It is through that's meetings and your 
written comments that we are learning everything that we 
need to study and focus on. 

You are telling us, and we want to study these things. 
This is exactly the Environmental Assessment process. We 



really did begin it with you last month. We want to finish 
it with you and we are going to let those results guide our 
final decisions. Thank you. 
(Applause) . 

>> Okay. Talking a little bit about our 

program. Of course the Bureau of Diplomatic Security 
currently conducts training in about 19 locations in the 
United States. Current situation is inefficient, expensive 
and unduly burdensome to the taxpayers. This partially 
consolidated facility would improve efficiency and training 
programs. We group the training into two categories, soft 
skills and the hard skills. The soft skills we plan to 
build state of the art classrooms simulation and practical 

application laboratories, administrative support offices 
and a fitness center. 

For the hard skills, we plan to construct a series of 
indoor and out door weapons firing ranges designed to be 
used with a wide array of small arms ammunition. All of 
these will be designed and constructed so that all rounds 
are contained and cannot exit the con fines of the range. 
No rounds will leave the facility. No lead will 
contaminate the ground water. The design, the construction 
and the operation of these facilities will meet or exceed 
all environmental regulation. 

We plan to have an explosives demonstration area where 
we'll detonate a series of charges. Charges will range in 
size from two ounces to the largest of three pounds. The 



largest blast will not occur routinely. No more than six 
times a year and only during normal operating hours, 
8:00 to 5:00. Monday through Friday. No weekend. No 
evenings . 

We'll construct several mock urban environments. These 
are streets buildings and facadings designed to simulate a 
variety of urban scenarios. Some of these will be designed 
for live fire use. Like the other ranges, these facilities 
will be designed to fully contain all rounds fired so that 
there is no chance of their exiting the facility. 

Hard skills training will also include driving tracks. 



These tracks will be modern two lane closed loop road 
courses that replicate normal and emergency driving 
conditions. Let me emphasize, the vehicles use on these 
tracks are not race cars. These are normal vehicles that 
can be seen on any city street. 

To support training we need to provide support 
elements. Dormitories capable of housing up to 450 
students A. Dining facility, recreational opportunities 
and on site medical and fire emergency services. 

A multifaceted training facility of this nature will 
require site infrastructure such as power waste water 
treatment telecommunications capability. All of these are 
being included in the planning process. 

And now to talk a little about what we will not be 
doing at the site. 



With your. With personnel operating in dangerous 
places all over the world it's knows expose them to heavy 
weaponry. Some have assume that the activity would take 
place here at the training center in Queen Anne's County. 
Let me reiterate. It was never envisioned this type of 
heavy weapons training and helicopter training would be 
conducted here and never will be. These require a much 
larger facility far in excess of what's available at the 
Queen Anne site. DoS will seek at Nate gnat sites for this 
type of training. 



Now I'd like the introduce Ellyn Goldkind. 
She also the Project Manager for the Department of State 
for this project. Ellyn. 

>> Thank you. Chuck. 

Good evening. My name is Ellyn Goldkind. I'm an 
Architect for the State Department and a for the training 
center project as Chuck mentioned. 

I'd like to thank you for coming out this evening and 
also submitting the comments that we received from you over 
the last month and continue to receive. If you picked up a 
the packet on your way in this evening the comments we 
received from the January session have been categorized and 
the top 40 frequently asked questions are published and 
included in that packet. I'm not going to go through 
all those comments today but I would like the share some of 
our findings to date because they goin' address some you 
have questions and concerns. 



A lot of you are familiar with the test fit it diagram 
that was introduced in January. . We now have two Site 
Plan Alternatives which are also Build Alternatives for the 
Environmental Assessment. These will be studied as part of 
the environmental process. 

There are six key differences between two site plans. 
But I think what's more important are the similarities. 
They both contain 90 percent open space. They each include 

a vegetative buffer around all the perimeter edges. And in 
both alternatives the majority of hard skills training is 
located on the western portion or the Hunt Ray to keep the 
loudest operations furthest from the Tucahoe State Park. 

The alternatives I just showed you reflect the total 
training center at full build out, which is a minimum of 
three to five years . But our goal is to begin with Phase 
One of construction, which is just a portion shown here. 
It includes site infrastructure and four of the hard skills 
venues and some of the support facilities needed to begin 
training operations. 

The other part of phase one was identifying tasks that 
would generate jobs in the short-term, which is one of the 
goals of the stimulus act. 

If you were with us last Tuesday we did have a public 
workshop, which was very useful for us and hopefully for 
those of you who were able to attend, it helped us get down 
to some of the details related to some of the key issues 



that you've raised. The workshop boards and information is 
now posted to the state.gov website. And the results 
and feedback we received will also be posted shortly. 

Before I begin to share some of those findings with you 
I would like to reiterate that we don't have all the 
answers just yet. We have shared with you what we do know. 

I do ask again for your patience in allowing us to 



finish our studies and investigations. And all of our 
findings and results of those studies will be included in 
the Environmental Assessment. 

The noise concerns are the number one issue that we 
heard in your written and verbal comments. And our sound 
engineers have been studying existing noises at the site as 
well as using computer models to determine the potential 
noise levels that would result from our training 
activities . 

At present their readings show that an average impulse 
noise from because BASIC daily activities would be about 
the equivalent of a shotgun that you might hear routinely 
during hunting season. And that will be about the 
perimeter of the site. Sometimes quieter and other times 
that are louder depending on the operations. 

Some — sorry. 

Some of the methods used to reduce the noise or 
mitigate the noise would be enclosing all of the indoor and 
outdoor firing ranges with walls and baffles as you see on 
the left. As well as more organic solutions such as earth 



berms and vegetation to minimize that noise. Currently we 
estimate approximately a hundred thousand new trees and 
shrubs of all sizes not just to help lessen the noise but 
to help reduce the carbon footprint . 

And although the project is very large in scope a lot 

of the keys to this success will be in the details. This 
is just one section showing ways that we're exploring to 
use physical deto control the sound such as using earth 
berms with vegetation at the top of those raised areas. 

Related to noise are the detonations that are part of 
the activities explosives for the demonstration and 
training activities. We heard very early on especially 
about the larger detonations, the loudest will occur three 
to six times a year. That will be three pounds as well as 
the one and a half pound charge also with a similar 
frequency. And then the largest regular detonation will 
last about a second, will average about twice a day. And 
that's a half pound charge, which sounds similar to an air- 
powered nail gun at about five feet away. 

We've reviewed methods that other training centers used 
to mitigate the impacts of noise. And we found that 
physical design is just one way to address that issue. The 
other way is through operating procedures. Most applicable 
here from what we found which is the Maryland state police 
training facility in Sykesville limits their detonations to 
regular business hours and also has a two week and one week 



advanced notice system for local residence. We're fully 
committed to developing similar measures depending on 
discussions with the neighbors might result in. 

You've stressed the importance of the local traffic and 

transportation networks. We understand and share your 
concerns of our potential impacts to those system, in 
particular the 301 and 304 intersection. 

We have met with the state and county representatives 
and begun a formal traffic impact study. And one goal of 
that study is to formulate solutions as well as an 
implementation plan to improve that intersection. 

The study will also extend to three other nearby 
intersections as well as the potential entrance locations 
proposed for the training center. 

We've begun to explore twice fit into the agricultural 
landscape. We recognize the importance of the heritage 
of the area. — — plan to include a three hundred foot 
vegetative buffer which is about one football field between 
the edge of the property and our development. And that 
will help preserve the rural character here. 

It will be necessary to install a fence on the 
property. A lot of questions about that have arisen. But 
the current plan to put that fence approximately one to two 
hundred feet within the line and within the vegetative 
buffer. Similar to the difference of the front entrance of 
the school here to the street edge of 304. 

With regard to Ruthsburg, training venues have been 



moved farther west leaving 600 
between the residences and the 



feet of 
nearest 



vegetative area 
training area. 



And we're exploring a host of ways to meet and exceed 
all regulations and standards related to sustainable 
design. You've asked a lot of questions and expressed 
concerns about how we might address or impact the health of 
the Chesapeake Bay and local water ways. Light pollution, 
energy, local animal species. And the Environmental 
Assessment will evaluate all these impacts. 

I would like to mention again and I know this came up 
last week, that we have — we have consulted with the 
Maryland department of natural resources and have confirmed 
that there are no eagles nesting on the site. 

Lastly we also received comments in support of the 
project. And its potential to add value to the county from 
from an economic standpoint and by creating jobs that will 
eliminate the need to cross the bridge every day. 

As we mentioned in January, we envision at least 400 
new jobs, several hundred construction related jobs with 
each phase of construction. And we have begun more 
detailed economic studies. But the impacts of similar 
facilities, the most comparable being the federal law 
enforcement training center in Glynco, Georgia have shown tc 
bring substantial economic and other benefits to 
surroundings communities. 

So the best way that we can make this work for you is 



with your ongoing participation. We hope you'll continue 
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to let us know what you think and what doesn't. And help 
us to make sure we're getting you the right information 
that you need to make informed decisions. 

There are two new initiatives introduced last week. 
But I would like to remind you of them. 

The first is establish a structured liaison 
relationship to make sure there's regular dialogue with the 
community. And to second to meet with local groups and 
community organizations if you'll extend us the invitation. 
And on the tables this evening to sign in there were flyers 
that gave you the information or who to contact if you 
would like us to come speak with you at a smaller group 
setting . 

So before we move onto the question and answer portion 
of tonight's meeting I'd like to share the next steps that 
are planned for the project. 

Consultation and studies for environmental and historic 
preservation reviews are continuing. Due to all the snow 
over the past few weeks hopefully you've heard we've 
extended the NEPA Scoping Period to March 12th. 

And that will result in a draft Environmental 
Assessment being published in the end of March or early 
April. At which time we'll have another public meeting to 
present our findings of that study. And it will also begin 
a 30-day public comment period 1 where you will be asked to 



17 



submit additional comments based on what we've published. 
We hope we continue to get your feedback. 

So with that I'd like to thank you again for your 
participation and for coming out this evening. 

Now I'm going turn it back over to Chuck so we can hear 
your questions. 

>> Cathy, we set with the microphones? 

Okay. 

Did you take my notes? 

Okay. Thank you very much. We will kick off the 
question and answer period. Now as most of you know we got 
started a half hour late tonight. Circumstances beyond our 
control. So we'll automatically extend by an additional 
half hour. If we get to 8:30, we'll take a look and see 
how many questions remaining and make a decision at that 
point as to if we need to continue that. 

Before we started I want to go ahead and introduce our 
panel members besides myself who will be answering 
questions for you this evening. And over on the left here. 
If you would please just stand up and face the audience so 
they can get a look at you. 

Mr. Ed Myers from GSA Project Executive from the Public Buildings 
Service of Mid-Atlantic Region. Len Purzycki GSA Director of 
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the Facilities Management and Services Program for Mid- 
Atlantic Region. 

Department of State, Mr. Adam Bodner. Director of 
Office of Real Property Management. Ellyn Goldkind, Lead 
Architect for the DoS Construction Division. Bureau 
of the Diplomatic Security Director, Jeff Culver. 
Diplomatic Security Service. 

And of course our technical consultants from KCCT 
Mr. Christopher Peoples, Architect and project lead. Alan 
Harwood from AECOM. Environmental policy and master 
planning. Our acoustical engineering and consultants. 

And for traffic and transportation this evening 
Mr. Marty Wells from Wells and Associates. 

Okay. With that we will go ahead and kick off the 
question and answer. Essentially the same format as the 
last time. We have Pedro over in this aisle and Myles over 
in the other aisle. I will try and move across the 
audience and be affair as possible. Start over here on 
this side. Right down here in front sir. 

>> Thank you. My name's Jim Campbell. A 

resident of the QAC and volunteer of the Queen Anne's 
Conservation Association. My question for you 
Mr. Raderstorf is as follows. On January 12, Acting 
Administrator of GSA, Mr. Leeds, stated in a letter to Senator 
Mikulski, the Department of the State plans to 

consolidate its 19 separate diplomatic security training 
facilities into one modern and efficient campus. In view 



of what you said this evening about the partial 
consolidation and the activities that will not be carried 
on this site, would it be fair to say that the statement 
that was made on January 12 is no longer operative? 

>> Well of course I can't speak for the GSA 

Administrator. But the position that we have always had is 
that this is a partial consolidation of training functions 
that currently occur at 19 different locations. 

And I believe we stated in the last meeting, the State 
Department Diplomatic Security in particular does not own 
19 different locations that we're going to shut down and 
consolidate in this facility. We participate in training 
activities at a variety of different locations. And we're 
going to consolidate many of those into this site. 

>> Okay. Just as a quick follow on. When 

you get finished with this particular project in the 
partial consolidation here, how many facilities do you 
think you will still be operating at that point? 

>> That ' s not been determined yet . 

(Applause) . 

Okay. In the middle. Sir, you there with the white 
card. Please go ahead and stand up. Yes, sir. You. 
>> Last week — first of all I'm David 

Haler. Last week, a Director Culver stated that he would 
not increase the size of the operations at this center in 
Ruthsburg. But he's like the rest of us here. We're all 



aging. One day he's going to retire. What assurance do we 
have that the next director will not increase the size of 
this operations? 
(Applause) . 

>> Director Culver, would you like to 

address that? 

>> Let me say that I probably can't retire 

soon enough. So I welcome that. 

Now, in to answer your question, I stated as what I did 
last week as a spokesman for my organization. Not as my 
personal opinion. The statements that we made last week 
about not expanding this facility was on the record. It is 
a matter of record. And it will continue to be the policy 
of our organization and our bureau. 

>> Okay. Can we move across on this side. 

Sir, you in the read sweater. Right there. Myles . 

>> My name is Ed Woals. A lifetime 

resident of this county. And I thank you sir for allowing 
me to have an opportunity to speak. 

I brought this up once before. When I hear the excuse 
that the Army can't accommodate you at any of the posts, 
that's lamest excuse I've ever heard. 

Aberdeen proving grounds has 72,000 acres. Edge wood 
arsenal, not positive on this figure but I think it's 
around 17,000. Fort Dix has 31,000 acres. That's over 
101,000 acres totally. I have trained at all of those. 
There's lots of turf there. Lots of it. And there's no 



reason at all that the State Department and the Department 
of Defense cannot cooperate and get together and find 
1200 acres of land on those places to be able to conduct 
this training. 

As Laurie Morgan said in one of her songs, what part of 
no do you not understand? 
(Applause) . 



>> Thank you. Okay. Back over on this 

side. Okay. Sir, you there with your hand up. Go ahead 
and please stand up. 

>> I've got a question and a comment. And 

I'd like to come down front if I could because I'd like to 
try to talk to the people from the State Department. 

» Okay. 

>> My name is Trip Callahan. And I'm a 

farmer from Ruthsburg. One of your potential neighbors. 
And my question is very simple. 

Please define "significant impact." And my comment is: 

I would respectfully request that you all please don't 

FONZI us. And for all folks out there who are like me 
learning about this, the FONZI I'm talking about has 
nothing do with the old television show Happy Days, 
unfortunately for us. It would be much better if it did. 

From the way I understand it FONZI means a finding of 
no significant impact. 



And what that means in this process, the way I 
understand it is they're trying to work with this 
Environmental Assessment and get to a finding of no 
significant impact. If they can do that, then they're 
ready to go. You know, the ball game is on. And they can 
proceed to the next step. So I'd just like to try to 
convince you that that's not the thing you want to do. 
Probably can't. But I'll try. 

This project to us looks like a large square peg, which 
is your center, that you're trying to put in to a very 
small round hole, which is Ruthsburg. And what you're 
doing or what you've been doing for the last two or three 
months is whittling away at this very large square peg. By 
the process of avoiding, minimizing and mitigating. A 
number of the answers that you have are avoiding mining and 
mitigating. It seems to me that you've been doing that 
ever since December the third of 2009. That day you post 
added a solicitation for a contractor for the high threat 
tactic course, the HTCC . And also for the counter affairs 

FACT. And since that time that was the first time that we 
first heard about. 50 caliber machine guns grenade 
launchers and lEDs . And since that time you've been 
avoiding, minimizing and mitigating. You're continuing to 
do that. And that's part of the process with the EA. 

Well all of this avoiding, minimizing and mitigating to 
us, it seems to us it costs a lot of money do that. And 
what you're saying when you say we're going to do this and 



you keep avoiding and keep minimizing and mitigating, I 
know to you you feel like you're trying to be good 
neighbors and you're trying to accommodate. 

But to us every time we hear that it proves our basic 
point to us. I mean, when you say that there is a problem 
that you're trying to deal with. And that says to us that 
this isn't the most suitable place for this project. I 
mean, there's lot of problems that you have to avoid, 
minimize and mitigate. 

So now is the time for you to think about turning 
around. Before you buy this property. Not after. You're 
intelligent people. I've listened to the answers you've 
given . 

There is a better solution to your problem of where to 
spend this $70 million that's been appropriated. Just like 
Ed Walsh just said, negotiate with the defense department. 
Negotiate with them. That's what diplomats do. 

(Applause) . 

... It can't be more difficult to negotiate with the 
Defense Department than it is to negotiate with the 
Taliban . 

(Applause) . 

... I'm getting ready to stop. Okay. We know that 
you all have just foot soldiers, that you're here doing 
your job. That your bosses told you get this job done. Go 
over, do whatever you have to do. Avoid minimize. 



mitigate. We want do this project. We want to do it here. 
So that's what you're doing. You're doing your job. But 
I'd ask you to think about how the best way to do your job. 
And go back and speak the truth to your bosses. Speak the 
truth to your bosses. You've looked at this. You've done 
your avoiding, your minimize. Tell them that you've dean 
all done all that you could do but it just doesn't fit 
here. This is not the most suitable place for this 
project. This is not the most suitable place. There are 
other more suitable places . 

You all have taxpayers like us. You pay taxes, just 
like us. Fifty — I'm sorry, $500 million you're planning 
to spend to create 400 new part-time and full time 
permanent jobs. Over the next four or five years. That's 
more than a million dollars for each new job. That doesn't 
seem to be the purpose of the American Recovery and 

Reinvestment Act to me. I thought it was to try to get the 
economy stimulated quickly. And a lot of these jobs are 
not going to be available for four or five years. People 
who are out of jobs right now, the millions of people, they 
need jobs next week or next month or some time soon, I mean 
four or five years n from now God knows what they'll be 
doing . 

When you look back at your career 20 years from now, 
don't have to tell people, yes, I was involved in that boon 
dog at Ruthsburg, what a fiasco that was. 

Go home. Think about it. Do the right thing. 



(Applause) . 

>> Okay. To address the question part of 

your comment, Mr. Alan Harwood. Would you address his 
issue of the what is a "significant impact?" 

>> Thank you. Can you all hear me. My 

name is Alan Harwood. I was here last week and I remember 
your comments earlier. The significant impact. The 
meaning of that is a under National Environmental Policy 
Act which informs decision making. You have to determine 
whether there are significant impacts or not. Those those 
are major impacts. Irreversible and unchangeable impacts. 
And that is after they've been avoided minimized or 
mitigated. Which makes it sound like a bad thing but 

that's actually — those are good things. 

The purpose of an Environmental Assessment is either to 
end one a FONSI or it's a decision undertake an 
Environmental Impact Statement. And these are two 
different. There's no way to tell what could happen until 
after that study is gone. You want to know where things 
are going. The response to all the scoping and response to 
all these issues is in the Environmental Assessment. It 
will be there in black and white. The drawings and the 
text all full answers all of the studies we're doing. I 
think that's the best response we can give you. 

Move . 



» 



Move back here in the middle. Yes, sir 



you right there in the center. Yep. 



>> 



Moors Heed. 



Resident of Queen Anne's 



County . 



» 



Can you speak up, sir. 



» 



Will this facility obtain all applicable 



permits from the state of Maryland? 



» 



Ellyn can I ask you to touch on that in 



terms of the permitting. 



» 



There are different levels of permits. 



As a federal agency we are required to obtain local permits 
for things that leave the site. You tilt and things like 
that. There are other additional requirements that we're 

held by other federal agencies, such as the Environmental 
Protection Agency and similar agencies to that. So there 
will be some permitting that is familiar to the county, or 
the municipality. And then there will be additional 
requirements at the federal level. 

>> (inaudible) state level. 

>> And at the state level. 

>> Okay. Over here on this side. Sir you 

back there waving in the white shirt. If you can stand up, 
sir . 

>> Thank you. My name Steve Donovan, a 

resident of the Centreville and Queen Anne's County. I 
live about five driving miles away or about three miles as 
the crow flies from this site. And all these public Q and 



A forums there are plenty of us passionately against and 
passionately for. There is a much larger number of people 
just seeking information. I believe many of them is not 
atepidding these overheated passion. It's a little too 
uncomfortable. I support FASTC because significant 
economic opportunities. Brings the entire region now into 
the future. Economists call this a multiplier effect. But 
since I'm not an economist. I relate Toyota the industry I 
know. In real estate value is all about location, location, 
location. It's the primary value proposition. I cannot 
see how anyone can't see the increased value for all of the 

roughly 49,000 county residents. So this room maybe holds 
a thousand. It's half full. That would be another 48,500 
people that don't have a say yet. 

With a state-of-the-art brand new government — U.S. 
Government that I'm quite proud of — federal trainings 
facility versus the for sale by owner farm immaterial ' s 
still for sale. It generates I don't know anybody's guess 
from — — ago taxes. That will be wiped out in payroll 
taxes alone. There are two guarantees in life. Only two. 
Death and taxes. So my question is — not a question. 
Don't guarantee anyone here. Don't do that and police misle 
anybody. I thank you for choosing Queen Anne's County 
and affording these residents this economic opportunity. 
Thank you . 

(Applause) . 



(Boos) . 

>> Thank you. Myles . Ma'am, on the end. 

>> My name's Susan Hale. Also a Queen 

Anne's County resident. The Post this morning reported 
that 400 jobs. And you addressed in this evening will be 
created by the facility. This report supports my belief 
and apparently the belief of many other people here. It 
supports our expectation that when this facility is up and 
fully running, it will have significant economic benefit on 
our area. My question to you is have you done any economic 

data studies on other facilities such as the Georgia one as 
to how much money will also be spent by the employees and 
the trainees in our area on our local businesses? 

>> Ellyn do you want to address that 

please . 

>> We have not conducted our own economic 

studies about FLETC, the Federal Law Enforcement Training 
Center in Georgia. They have provided us with an economic 
study that was prepared for them in 2002 to 2003. 
Conducted by the Georgia Tech. 

It's public information. It's available. We can 
provide you some of the details. I think there are some 
very significant numbers. The current generator at present 
is about $600 million annually. Both direct and indirect 
economic benefits to the surroundings counties. 

I don't have the specific numbers for our facility yet. 
As I mentioned last week, they have to be generated based 



on specific demographic data. And other multipliers that 
are being developed now. Specific to this location. And 
those will be completed within the next several weeks. And 
those will be part of the Environmental Assessment. 
(Applause) . 

>> Thank you. All right let's move back 

over onto this side. Ma'am, you in the black shirt. 

>> Last week you said that you had no idea 

how much money this facility would be saving. But your 
whole main purpose of this facility is to save money. 
You've said that yourself. Just wondering if you had any 
figures on how much this is going to be saving the 
taxpayers . 

>> Well I don't actually have the 

transcript in front of me. So it's difficult to dispute 
what you said. But our party line and what we've been 
saying all along. Is not that we would save money. We've 
never made the assertion that we would save money. We said 
that we improve efficiency through operational 
efficiencies, organizational efficiencies. 



>> I'm sorry but you said it was going to 

be more cost effective. 

>> Cost effect — okay. I'm not — that's 

true . 

>> That doesn't mean save money. 

>> Yes. We believe that this facility will 



be more cost effective through operating efficiencies 
gained by the co-location of the training functions. 

Back to the middle, sir, you right here with the hat 
please go ahead and stand up. 

>> Good evening my name's Paul bramble. 

And I just had a quick question about the LEED 
certification. Could you please describe the green aspects 

of LEED and what this means for the structures being built, 
as well as what that means for the overall project? And I 
believe this will be the first LEED project on the whole 
eastern shore. So I think that's pretty much important. 
And I very much excited to hopefully working on this 
project. Thank you. 

>> You're correct. Of course as Ellyn 

stated in the presentation the goal for this project is a 
LEED Silver certification. Alan would you like to talk 
about. Or Ellyn. Oh, Chris comes up. Okay. 

>> Thank you Chuck. Yes, our goal for 

this, and it's a goal right now that we are going after a 
silver certification. We are looking to do a state-of-the- 
art facility as already been mentioned and we look at this 
from ecological approach and from sustainable approach. 

What that entails has yet to be fully defined. But 
we're looking far new federal facility that will not just 
as we call fill out a LEED checklist. But rather be a 
sustainable concept for the future. 

>> Okay. Okay. Myles . Mr. Storm there 



you've been very patient. Thank you. 

>> I wanted to in last Tuesday's meeting, 

there was a lady that sent me an email. And when she was 
in that she said that the man told me that they were going 
to restore a stream. She said I don't remember which one. 

But he told me they were going to buy trees from Atkins 
Arboretum. And finally told her that they were 
going create wildlife area on the side. She asked what 
kind. And birds and small animals. And she asked how are 
hi going to get under the fence. And they dig little 
tunnels large enough for frogs but not big enough for 
people. She walked away. 

The reason I bring this up is for several reasons. 
Number one, the guidelines that you guys go by, the biddin 
process, how in the world could you state now that you're 
going to be buying trees from Atkins Arboretum. Wouldn't 
you have to bid that out? That doesn't seem to make sense 

It also doesn't make sense that you come up with these 
silly little explanations off the cuff. 

As was brought up. We hear different things and we 
hear a totally different story. And I'll go back all the 
way to September first when you first made your 
presentations to county staff, I should state, not the 
county commissioners. Was county staff. And this is the 
meeting you had out on the Ashley Hunt Ray Farm. 

For those of us that are here in this room, there is a 



question that we would love to have answered. And it's a 
question that we all have in our minds, is when are you 
going to go away? 
(Applause) . 

... we have been treated -- we have been treated and 
I say this as respectfully as I can. We've been treated by 
the GSA and State Department as if we're a bunch of 
backwood hicks who don't know what's good for us. And by 
the way, that's exactly what the folks hoping to stump stuff 
a few dollars in their projects from this project calls us. 

We're angry that — — our children and grandchild 
won't be able to climb out the bit pit of debt that projects 
like this are digging for them. We are absolutely lived at 
the treatment that we've received. There has never been an 
indication from you or anyone here representing you that 
this would go away, that the will of the people would be 
followed . 

And this is exactly in a lot of our mind the kind of 
treatment that people in Russia and China and Iran would 
run into. And we're puzzled that we're running it into 
here . 

At the last meeting, I was able to have a candid 
conversation with several people from the State Department 
and GSA. And they're wonderful people. And you made the 
comment that we really never run up against a community 
like this before. And you know something he's absolutely 
right. Because I'm feeling and a lot of us are feeling 



that you guys just can't under any circumstances let us 
stand up and that you can't say no to us. Because the 

whole idea that the federal government could be told no by 
its citizens. Well heck, that might catch on. 

Well I believe that the battle lines have been drawn. 
This isn't just a fight to preserve our community. I think 
this is a lot more than that. I think it's a fight to 
defend and preserve our republic. 

Most of the people here are sick of attending these 
meetings. And I'm one of them. And it isn't because we 
don't want to participate in our government. But it's 
because we feel that we're not being listened to. 

I got to tell you guys, we want you to go away. There 
is absolutely no reason, no reason for you to keep doing. 
This Barbara Mikulski told us that if the people didn't 
want it, they didn't have to have it. We don't want it. 
(Applause) . 

>> Thank you. Myles right there, just 

behind you. Ma'am, yes you there on the end. Please. 
>> Last week — 

>> I'm sorry ma'am. Can I get her and then 

I'll come right back down to you. I'm sorry. 

>> Thank you I'm Joyce Fits prosecute path 

Rick A. Resident of the Queen Anne's County now for about 
ten years and very active in the community. I scenes lot, 
a lot of strong feeling in this room. And primarily 



against it . And I can understand why people who are 
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against the project would want to come out and have their 
feelings heard. 

One thing that Mr. Storm said that kind of brought this 
question up for me is the will of the people. I sense what 
the will of the people is in this room. I don't sense what 
the will of the people in the county. 

I was wondering as perhaps somehow there could be a 
referendum on this issue so that the true will of the 
people could be heard. I don't know if that's possible or 
not. But I certainly would go with the will of the people 
what ever that might be . 

And to me the only way that can be found is through 
some kind of a referendum. Just a question. 
Thank you . 

(Applause) . 

>> Ed, I'm going put you on the spot from a 

GSA perspective. Can you talk about how a referendum might 
fit into the process that we're currently doing? 

>> I would like to know on why. 

>> Can't hear. 

>> Hold on. Can I ask him to respond to 

the first lady's question first and we'll — and I've got 
one back here that I've already promised ma'am. 

Ed you talk to that a little bit. 

>> Sorry, Chuck, but I'm not sure how GSA 
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would go about having a county referendum. I think you'd 
have to take that up with the county government . I think 
we certainly would take that feedback into consideration 
though . 

>> Okay. Thank you. And I promised, yes 

ma'am, you back here. Go ahead and stand up. 

>> Hello I'm from Stevensville . I was here 

at the last meeting. I'd like the get into some 
environmental questions that I have of you. But I'd also 
like to address the gentlemen who spoke back here 
concerning, and the woman who spoke about economic 
advantages to the county. 

Last week I testified to the fact that I am a personal 
witness to economic devastation from one of these sites. I 
lived in California. I was exposed to explosives being set 
off at training sites, which destroyed — and I was also in 
real estate. 

Real estate plummeted. Businesses closed. A toxic 
plume was created at this explosive site. Which, if you go 
under supersuper funds USA for every state you will see 
what happens when toxic plumes spread around communities 
from explosive materials. We have 2 9 super fun sites in 
Maryland. We do not want another one on the eastern shore. 

Toxic chemicals from explosives like white phosphorous, 
zinc oxide, white smoke used in them, chromium, which was 



brought up in Erin Brokovich if you happen to remember that 
movie where people came down with cancer from combium. 

I had cancer and I lived next one of these sites. 
Okay? I'm a witness to what happens to a community around 
these sites. I don't think any of you have ever 
experienced that, have you? 

So you're talking about, what, a wonderful economical 
benefit this will be and you want to see what happens when 
a site becomes a super fund site like this Ruthsburg site 
could. When the explosive materials go into our water 
table and pollute the Chesapeake Bay and our seafood. 
It'll destroy our economy. And people may get cancer, like 
I did. 

So I am a witness to this. And those of you in the 
business community and developers and real estate people, 
the property values plummeted. From the noise pollution 
and from the chemical pollution in the water table. You 
have no idea what you're facing. And you think this is a 
wonderful thing for our economy. 

I'd like to ask a few questions. These explosive bombs 
that you are planning on using and detonators, is white 
frost phosphorous chromium zinc oxide hexachloroethane 
hydrouretic acid which is being use at the Aberdeen which 
is a toxic superfund site. Aberdeen Proving Ground in the 
Edgewood area. Just go to the web. All of our superfund 



sites on there, 
fund clean ups . 



All of our military bases 
Toxic waste sites because 



are the 
they ' re 



super 



polluted. The water is polluted from explosive chemicals. 
Another company, ordinance products, northeast Cecil 
County. They make explosive weapons. They're a toxic 
waste site, a superfund site. The same thing will happen 
at the Ruthsburg site. The pollutants will pollute the 
water table, people's wells the Chesapeake Bay. And people 
will be told not the drink the water. And what do we do 
then? Just sit around and get sick and contract cancer. 

So this is the wrong place for this site. And we don't 
want it here. 

(Applause) . 

>> Okay. I promised this lady down here. 

Ma ' am . 

>> Answer the question. 

>> The question. 

>> Well the question — the answer to the 

question is what we have been saying all along. We're 
looking at all of those factors through the Environmental 
Assessment process. When the draft Environmental 
Assessment is published end of March, mid April, you would 
have an opportunity to look at that and to — and make a 
determination if these are issues for it. 

» What's in the bomb? 
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>> I don't have a list. I'm not an 

explosives engineer. 

>> He ' s here . 



>> We have provided that information to 

these folks . 

Okay. Ma'am, I promised you. 

>> My name heather here is. I've been born 

here since 197 9 grew up in — I now live on a farm in 
Sutorsville, Maryland. I want to know why have you chosen a 
farmland instead of the other lands we have. We have 
many lands in Queen Anne's County. And the government is a 
financial economical stage where we don't have much money. 
Why has it been chosen that we have now chose on the spend 
more money in our country that we don't have as it is when 
we have already proven grounds now. beef also chosen near 
Tucahoe where there is an environment place where children 
play and animals live and why is it just focused on the 
eagles and when we also have hawks and turtles endangered 
in our lands . And what about the kids who go to high 
school. I have my children. I have my niece, I have my 
nephew with a Queen Anne's County High School. My son at 
Church Hill Elementary. My — — my father was a 
government official through the Pentagon and retired. My 
brother is in the military and retired this year from the 
military. I understand that you guys are doing your jobs. 

But why does this have to come into my county where I 
reside in. And what about hi children and my future of my 
family? 

(Applause) . 

>> Okay. I want to ask Adam Bodner to talk 



to the site selection process. 

>> The site selection, as I said, we looked 

in a ISO-mile radius in five states. And sites were 
offered to us, be they farmland or old factory sites. Lots 
of different sites were offered to us. Certainly when you 
need a thousand or more acres it ' s not going to be in a 
metropolitan area. It's going to be in a further out 
community. So I mean, it's not like we chose Queen Anne 
specifically first. The site was offered to us. And we 
evaluated it along with all the other sites that we looked 
at . 

>> Can I say one more thing? 

>> Um-hmm. I'll share the mic with you. 

>> Okay for the people what do live in 

Queen Anne's County I don't know that you've noticed 
we've lost lot of farmland. A lot of farmers have sold 
their land to developments. We have very little. I've 
grown up here. We've lost a lot of it to developments. 
We're getting ready to lose it to the government. Please 
everybody take a concern and try to stop this before the 

farmers lose all the land and now we're going have a 
government official. What about the terrorist. This is 
going to be another strike that the terrorists take towards 
us . And then we could be blown into pieces . 
(Applause) . 

>> Okay. Pedro let's move back over here 



on this side. Sir right down here in front. 

>> Thank you. I'm gonna move down front 

here if that's okay. I brought with me in this box this 
evening hundreds and hundreds and hundreds of signatures 
that I'm going the leave with GSA that are in this box that 
are for this project. And everyone that signed is the Queen 
Anne's County resident. 

My name is David ma trinco. Together with my wife 
we're the owners of the DCL Office Furniture Solutions 
located here in Queen Anne's County in Centreville. I'm on 
the economic development commission board I have the horn 
of being the chairman of the Queen Anne's County Chamber of 
Commerce . 

And I will make this as brief as I can. Have a letter 
from Mr. Storm in my hand. And several hundreds of 
businesses I've been told that all the businesses but I 
know that's not true. But hundreds of the businesses in 
Queen Anne's County received this letter. And basically 
the contents of this letter says that if I as a chamber 

member and business continue to support this project then 
the citizens will boycott my business. 
(Applause) . 

If you don't mind let me finish so I can give someone 
else a chance here. 

There are many, many, many people in this county, not 
just business owners, but citizens that are afraid to come 



to this meeting and voice their opinion in support 
of this project. So I am here tonight to hopefully show 
them that you can come here and you can voice your opinion 
for this project and have nothing to worry about. 

I also will say that Queen Anne's County is a county 
that prides itself on character. We are — Queen Anne's 
County is a county of character. We teach it in our 
schools. It's called "character counts." 

And one of the things they're focusing on this year 
among the six pillars is bullying. I'm glad to see finally 
this evening that is much higher level of civility. That 
people are both voicing opinions for it or against it . 
Because when this first started back in January it was 
pretty ugly. I will tell you as a business owner and 
represent representative of the Queen Anne's County 
Chamber. The businesses in this county will not be bullied 
to disagree with this project. If we believe in it, we 

believe it if in it for a reason. We've done our research 
and homework and we've met with the folks from GSA and what 
we've been told we believe is truth. It's not a bunch) . . . 

>> Let me finish please. Citizens of Queen 

Anne's County whether they want this or not are here 
tonight and o other place and lead Reeding about this and 
learning about and taking the time to educate yourself. 
And I ask everyone do that before you decide whether you 
you're for it or against. I'll wrap this up and say to the 



folks from GSA thank you for being here again and allowing 
all the citizens to voice their opinions. U but I will let 
you know it's not just a group of people fighting but lot a 
lot of us in this county want to see this here for a 
variety of reasons. Thank you. (Boos.) 
(Applause) . 

>> Pedro, right down here in the front. 

You with the hat. Please stand up. 

>> Hi I'm myth Mitchell Adams. I was at 

the last meeting and I can't remember the guy's name and I 
don't know if he's here today. But he asked if there was 
going to be any air travel. And you guys did say that 
there was gonna be the main people, not the military 
people, but, you know, your boss flying in to check this 
out. Now that just said, and you can correct me. But I 
know that it just said that there was no air travel are at 

all. No aircrafts. Nothing. Okay. 

Also I'd like to say about the trust thing. Okay. 
They just lied. I can find out, I mean, we have tons of, 
you know, ways that you have lied. And I understand you 
guys are trying to do your job and everything and you're 
trying to get this in and it's important to you. But it's 
important to me to keep my house and my home. This is, you 
know, — we I don't feel like moving again. I've made many 
friends here. I don't plan on moving. You know, I really 
don't want to. Another thing I'd like to say is I went up 
to Tucahoe to give out some flyers. And most of them were 



actually from not here. Some came from Hawaii because the 
bombs. Some came from across the bridge just to get away 
from Aberdeen. And if you put in this in what's what are 
the people going to do? Are they going to find a new state 
park? I mean seriously. All I'd like to say. 
(Applause) . 

>> Id would like to address one thing. 

Because you're right. And I was the individual that made 
the comment about the helicopters. And you're slightly, 
uhm, wrong in that what we had said. And we're very open 
about this is no training helicopter activities. I did say 
in the last meeting that there may be occasion for an 
occasional visit by VIPs for the site. We've maintained 
that all along. Much the same as if we have to fly in a 

life flight helicopter or something like that. But what 
we've said is no routine training helicopter or fixed wing 
aircraft operations of any kind at the site. 

>> One more thing to say. I don't need a 

mic . 

>> Please stand up. 

>> Yeah. Next time we have a meeting, I 

would be — I would appreciate it if you actually — thank 
you . 

I would appreciate it next meeting if we — if you guys 
specified what kind of aircrafts would be in and what kind 
isn't so people don't get confused. That's it. 



>> That's an excellent point. Thank you. 

(Applause) . 

>> Okay. Let's move back over to this side 

sir. You right there on the end. Go ahead and stand up. 

>> My name is John Roschy. I live on 

Greenville Road adjacent to the Sydney property AKA Hunt 
Ray Farm. The president's Executive Order on Federal 
Leadership and Environmental Energy and Economic 
Performance, dated October 5, 2009, called on the federal 
agencies, specifically the GSA, to pursue site selections 
that insure avoidance of development of sensitive land 
resources . 

My question is: Why do you believe you are justified 



in departmenting from the President's strategy and removing 
2,000 plus acres of healthy sustainable farm and forest 
land from the Chesapeake Bay eco system? And what do 
weight do you give to the policies announced in the 
October 5th Executive Order? 
(Applause) . 

>> Chris, can I ask you to touch on that, 

please . 

>> I'll first state that yes, we are 

familiar with the executive order. And certainly we would 
Follow that Executive Order. 

And what I think you had mentioned is why take 
farmland. I think that goes back to an earlier question, 
in order to find 1,250 developable acres. Traditionally 



That is termed as, you know, farmland somewhere. That's 
What we found in most sites. 

However, what it means for this project is staying away 
from your cultural resources to the site. And I think 
maybe better for Alan, if you will, to talk a little bit 
about that. But I think, you know, in answer to the 
Question, yes we would follow the Executive Order. Okay 
And I'll turn it over to Alan and talk a little about the 
cultural resource aspect. 

>> I think the real gist of this is that 

there's two thousand acres. But they — the density of the 

development allows them to avoid existing cultural 
resources and existing sensitive area, wetlands, floodplain 
existing forest stands all those things the trees are the 
most sustainable part of the site. The natural resource 
areas are the more sustain annual farming. And natural 
development is a fairly low density. Over 90 percent of 
the site will going to remain open and that will allow 
the cultural resources. And that's really the gist of the 
Site Plan. 

>> Okay. Let's move over onto this side. 

Yes, ma'am. You right there. Go ahead and stand up. 
» Hi . 

>> I'm sorry. Right behind you here and 

then . . . 

>> All right. I have a few things to say. 



One is are you aware that the GOP listed this project as a 
waste of stimulus money? They put out a report. And it 
was listed as one of the ways that the government is 
wasting stimulus money. And also I wanted to touch on what 
the lady over there said about the cancer. 

This area is one of the highest rated cancer areas 
around. I don't know if you guys are aware of that. We 
don't need anything else to come to cause more cancer to 
this area when we already have enough problems with it. 

And thirdly, I wanted to touch on . . . I don't know if 

you guys are aware of it but also there's two daycares 
that are adjacent to this property. You guys touched on 
the fact that this would be — all the testing and stuff 
would be taken place during the day when most people are at 
work. What about the daycares, where that's there time 
they do work, and the day care providers that are there, ? 
(Applause) . 

>> Okay. First part of your question is 

are we aware that the fact that GOP labeled this among one 
of the many stimulus projects up for consideration as being 
a wasteful project? Yes that's a matter of record, okay. 

The issue is that that was discussed and agreed upon in 
Congress a long time ago. That's ancient history 
at this point. And some would say it's partisan politics. 
The second point is all of the issues you've raised are 
issues that again are currently being looked at as part of 
the Environmental Assessment. I hate to keep going back to 



that. But we're looking at those in terms of yes we're 
interested in those particular issues. You brought those 
to our attention. We're going to look at them and we're 
going to assess, you know, how that's going to effect each 
and every one of those particular issues. And when the 
draft Environmental Assessment is ready, we'll publish 
those results and we'll have a chance to take a look at 
them and make some determinations about how the move 

forward . 

Okay ma'am you stood up down here. Please the 
microphone. Thank you. 

>> Hi name is Monica T I live in Queen 

Anne's County. I appreciate your time here today. A lot 
of other previous questions kind of touched on a few things 
I had to ask. 

>> Louder. 

>> My concern and my question is, when land 

is zoned for agricultural use, how in is the largest 
agricultural county in the state of Maryland. Why does the 
State Department feels this is the best location for federal 
use and how is it you're able to overturn zoning in a quick 
manner to get this built so fast? Why do we have zoning if 
you're just going to go ahead and change it? 

You know, we need to — and I also have another 
question if you give me a moment to also ask that. 

>> Okay. No problem. 



>> You stated that ten thousand students a 

year will be trained. And they are diplomatic students. 
Where are these students from? And if they are diplomats, 
that means they're not United States citizens; is that 
correct? I'm curious if they're diplomat... 

>> We'll address that, yeah. 

>> Okay . Thank you . 



>> Okay. Ellyn I'll ask you to address the 

first part of that . 
(Applause) . 

>> The first part of your question had to 

do with zoning. And we don't remove the zoning per se. 
Zoning is administered and developed at a local level. By 
your zoning commission. And other authorities that oversee 
that . 

Any federal land nationwide once it's obtained loses 
its traditional zoning. Because — and that's a function 
of government, and who controls that land. 

But what it's replaced is other federal 
regulation. And — — to insure you conform consistent 
with the environment you're in. So the loss of zoning is a 
standard procedure. It's not unique to this site. 

>> Okay. And Ellyn if you would give 

Director Culver the microphone. And sir if I could ask you 
perhaps just a brief profile on the students and trainees. 

>> Yeah the question was about the typical 

students that we would train there. Foreign service 



personnel are our average students. Dip — many of them 
are diplomats. Some of their families. Average age of our 
trainees is anywhere from 30 to 45 years old. Foreign 
service professional, many of them living overseas for many 
years of their careers and are back here for training. And 



they are U.S. citizens. 

>> Wouldn't they be mostly the middle 

eastern back — Muslim background based on the fact they're 
being trained to go fight in the area they're fighting 
right now? 

>> No they're U.S. citizens, ma'am, who are 

working for the government . 

>> Diplomats. 

>> Diplomats are the U.S. foreign 

personnel. American citizens. 

>> Okay. Let's move back towards the 

middle. Yes, ma'am, you right there. Go ahead and stand. 

>> My question has to do with if there's 

been any research done on the crime rate statistics. In 
communities like ours that would be infiltrated with 
thousands of transients per year and with them the intense 
mind set that they would possess. 

Thank you . 

>> Alan I'm going to ask you to talk to 

that real quick in tell us of how we would look at the 

socioeconomic type of factors related to the Environmental 



Assessment . 

>> The Environmental Assessment is going to 

focus mostly on the new jobs the jobs that are being 
transferred from the different regions around the country 

as well as the net new jobs from the expansion that's 
available here. The expanded capacity for training that's 
available here. 

In terms of the demographics will really focus on those 
new residents and new job holders. In terms of the actual 
trainees that's a profile that we're going to get from the 
Department of State and as you heard Director Culver talk, 
those are mostly professionals and 30 to 45 years old. 
They are American citizens that have families. We'll 
collect all that information. That will be part of it as 



well . 

>> Done yet — in the process (inaudible) . 

>> In the process. Yes. 

>> (inaudible) . 

>> The question is whether we're comparing 



that to other similar facilities. I think you heard 
Earlier at the FLETC the in Georgia the Secret Service 
Training Center in Prince George's County. Those interest 
the kinds of facilities we're comparing these to. We're 
not comparing them to military bases or boot camps or the 
places where that are getting to some of the places where I 
think you're inferring. 

>> (inaudible) . 



» 
» 



Can 
Out 



we give hear microphone? 

lying communities being similar 



to a 



military base. I grew up in a military family I'm familiar 
with military bases. And I don't remember them feeling, 
you know, that they were just beautiful wonderful safe 
place. We were just get on the base and get off kind of 
feeling. Even though we were military ourselves, it wasn't 
a place we hung around and dined and went out on the town. 
That's my concern for our area. And if the feeling if it's 
still feeling safe and the feeling that it's stale 
community and not a transient community. 

>> Yes I think I'll ask Director Culver to 

speak to that again. Because that directorially speaks to 
the demographics of not only our trainees but our 
staff who would be utilizing the facilities out in town. 

>> Let me. . . I'll go back to the point I 

made earlier about our average trainees. Foreign service 
personnel. And in some instances their families. Many of 
them are involved — will be involved and are involved in 
in-service training. Meaning they're coming from an 
oversees posting maybe back here in Washington DC area for 
a period of time and then going back out to another 
assignment. As I mentioned earlier the average age of our 
trainees is anywhere from 30 to 45 years old. Foreign 
service professionals. Really being trained to do their 
jobs better in serving our countries overseas. Serving our 



country overseas. 
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>> Sir you've been very patient. 

>> Dave dun mire. 16 year resident. Gonna 

be living about — well probably about a mile from the 
facility. You said over and over repeatedly over the 
meetings that you're going to meet and exceed federal 
regulations as far as EPA and making sure the environment's 
protected. Earlier, a well informed young lady stood up 
and talked about the super funds, I guess there were 19 or 
2 9 in the state of Maryland assuming most of those are 
federal installations. Why weren't the federal regulations 
and EPA standards met on those? And if they weren't, if 
it's created super fund sites, how are we supposed to 
believe that you're going to do the same for us? 

(Applause) . 

» Adam. 

>> Without having a list of those sites, I 

could speak in general about problems that we've all heard 
about in military bases around the country. Many of those 
bases, all those bases have been in existence for decades 
and decades and decades. Well before the current 
environmental standards were passed into law and made laws. 

So it's — I think it's an apples to orange comparison 
to be honest . 

Much of what going to do is not military focused at 
all. It's not — we have to comply with OSHA, the health 
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and safety regulation, the environmental standards. And 
that's not just in building it. And when we go to those 
green standards, the LEED standard for design and 
construction, it's not just the design and construction. 
But it's the operation and maintenance of those facilities, 
too . 

So we have to clean up the lead. We have to recycle 
everything. We're going to be and we want to be, we have 
to be, very proactive in all areas of that. 

>> Okay. And right beside you there on the 

right. You in the black go ahead and stand up. 

>> Thank you. And I'd like to applaud the 

director and your staff for the very difficult job you 
have . 

My name's Kevin Sullivan a recent resident of this 
community. And I'm in a unique position. Because I moved 
here a month ago. A month ago I would have been for this 
project. It wouldn't have had a significant impact on my 
life. Now I'm within the aerial photo and I'm a neighbor 
of this proposed facility. So when we talk about finding 
some no significant impacts record over decisions. It's 
going have a significant impact not on me personally but a 
business. I have an equestrian business. We breed raise 
and train horses it. Helps pay my mortgage. I think the 
noise is going to be a much bigger issue that than what 



we're talking about here. What I'd like to put forth to 
you as a challenge is to do a little bit more homework on 
the noise impacts. Because we're somewhat pitted against 
each other here. The State Department's posters out there 
give some acoustical information. I spoke with Chris last 
week at length. 

Queen Anne's has much different numbers. I'd like to 
get the real numbers. Have some experience with. This I'm 
an distinguished expert with firearms. A chief 
explosives engineer and trainer A. The 15 year member of 
the intersociety of explosives engineer. And know a half 
pound explosive doesn't sound like an air nailer. 

(Applause) . 

... I have a lot of experience, like I said, with 
firearms and explosives. Debt core, number 8 blasting 
caps. PETN. A half a pound explosive does not sound like 
balloon. It doesn't sound like loud conversation. 
Identity it's going to be a real significant impact to my 
equestrian. And I moved here for this. When I was on Ben 
Point Road. When you do a referendum it's going pass. 
40,000 residents will be forty. The 10,000 that might be a 
effected by the noise or traffic or whatever else are 
against it. We're going to be a minority. I look forward 
to seeing your assessment but I can tell you from where I 
live the functions that you'll do they will have a 



significant impact on my life. 
» Thank you. 



(Applause) . 

. . . okay let's keep moving across. Yes, sir you there 
on the end with the glasses and the beard. Please stand 
up. 

>> Good evening, sir. I was wondering — 

may's Tom Datsun. How long do you do you expect the 
Environmental Assessment to take place? Weeks, years, days 

>> The Environmental Assessment — is this 

on? . . . 

The Environmental Assessment is expected to be 
completed in late March or early April. 
» The draft. 

>> That's draft. And that's issued for 

public comment. There's a 30-day public comment period 
after which we compile the comments we receive. Then there 
is additional analysis done based on those comments. So 
there is another 30 to 60 to 90 days depending on what we 
receive after that before a decision is made as Alan 
Harwood referred to either issue of a finding of no 
significant impact or to go on to development a 
Environmental Impact Statement. 

>> The next question. I hear a lot of 

distrust. A whole bunch. So here's my question. We're 

supposed to trust the federal government that said oh, we 
didn't test LSD on our soldiers in the fifths. Oh, we 
didn't bomb loose. We didn't come Cambodia. We're 



invading for weapons of mass destruction. Which none of 
this happened. I think will's lot of distrust here. The 
U.S. government owns 8 percent of the United States of 
America. Look for a new location because I don't think 
we're going to be good neighbors. 
(Applause) . 

>> Thank you. Sir, right behind you Myles 

in the aisle. 

>> My name is dock Jackson. I live less 

than a mile from Hunt Ray Farm. Really ironic. This 
morning I turned on the TV and I saw a Marines terrorism 
training camp 7,000 feet up in the California mountains. 
Now that makes sense to me because when you're fighting 
these terrorist you're going to be in Afghanistan and 
Pakistan in the mountains. But why shouldn't you make pic 
a place something like that train than this nice farmland. 
Looks like to me whoever picked that place out is a lot 
smarter than you guys. 

(Applause) . 

>> Well, I think to answer that in short 

is, we don't fight terrorists like Marines. That's not 
what we do. We train diplomats to exist in our foreign 

embassies and how to keep themselves safe. Antiterrorism 
techniques. So I think that's the major difference. 

Okay. Over here. Yes, sir, you right down here with 
the suit and tie please stand up. 

>> Thank you. My name Jim LUF . Chairman 



of the Queen Anne's County Economic Division. Also a 
lifelong member of the eastern shore. I didn't get here 
yesterday . 

Last fall in September when this was announced the 
preferred site the Economic Commission reviewed the 
information given to us at that point in time regards to 
the type of training, students, construction, available 
jobs, and etc. 

We asked a lot of questions at that point . We got 
answers. We voted unanimously to support this site for 
this facility. Since that time the commission has followed 
the dialogue of for and against this site. Some of our 
members have attended all the meetings and workshops. We 
have questioned consultant and a State Department 
representatives. We examined the evidence including the 
world famous DVD. We've also examined other information 
about New Mexico site. Also about the Brunswick Georgia 
site . 

We might also add that as said earlier this evening 

Brunswick Georgia counts on that facility as a pillar of 

their economic sustainability in that area of Georgia. 

We understand the position of those who live adjacent 
to this site and respect their right to accident dissent. 
That is right that comes as part of a democracy where 
everyone who wishes to speak shall be heard. 

We also believe that the Economic Development 



Commission has not and will not try to intimidate anyone. 
Or any group. With our position. 

Conversely, we will not be intimidated by threats of 
boycott and/or other intimidation factors. 

Further we do not believe the conspiracy theories o no 
nor do we distrust government as represented here tonight 
who are trying to do a good job they've answered the 
questions. There is no (inaudible) . Going on. 

This assessment will provide a detailed study 
indicating the appropriate information necessary not only 
to maintain rural character of the neighborhood but to 
guarantee the health and welfare of all citizens. In the 
final analysis we believe this preferred site will be a 
tremendous economic asset not only to Queen Anne's County 
but to the entire northern part of the Delmarva peninsula 
as evidenced by the — — including Kennett County 
Delaware. The commission does not see any reason that it 
should change its position with regards to our support of 
preferred site for training facility and we continue our 



support and look forward to the final NEPA record. Report. 
Thank you . 

(Applause) . 

>> Thank you. Myles over here. Yes you, 

ma'am. Please stand up you've been very patient. 

>> Hi my name is a Beth, I live in jar 

ranch. Which is about a mile from the proposed site. I've 
sat here for the past hour and a half. And listened to all 



the questions being asked. None of them are being answered 
so I'm not going ask ask a question. Simply state that 
thank you to my neighbors who are against this to protect 
our family and our way of life. And I don't know if you're 
still here or not but location, location, location, not 
here . 

(Applause) . 

>> Okay. Let's move back over here in the 

middle. Yes, ma'am, you. Pedro. Can we get the mic down 
here please. 

>> Hi my name is Lisa Tripet . Caroline 

County for the past ten years and worked in Caroline 
County. I moved here because of beauty of the Tucahoe State 
Park and Arboretum. Two things. One is the significant 
impact to Carolyn County also being addressed. I'm within 
a mile walk distance to Tuckahoe State Park. This is going 
to impact me. I enjoy the way of life that I have. I 

enjoy knowing that my son lives in a peaceful quiet small 
town. And my fears that this is going to change I feel are 
very real, especially after tonight. 

His question and mine as well, s would you want your 
kids living next to this place? 

(Applause) . 

>> Well, in answer to the last part of that 

before I turn it over the Alan is that question has been 
raised many times. Would you move here and the answer that 



I think any of us. 

>> That's not what I asked. I asked if you 

want your kids to live here. 

>> Let me finish. You know, whether it's 

my children or whether it's me, we share your concerns. 
That's why we're here. That's why we've asked you to share 
your concerns with us so that we can look at them. 

>> Yes or no? Yes or no. 

>> I share your concerns. Okay? 

(Audience) . 

>> Alan can ask you to address the aspect 

of the scope of the surrounding area what we'll be looking 
at . 

>> An Environmental Assessment looks at a 

variety of man made and natural resources in terms of the 
study. And it looks at a study area for each and every 



resource area. And that's la 
cultural resourcings natural 
facilities and for each there 
from immediate site areas for 
broader areas for ecological 
park. And the ecological eco 
boundaries so we'll certainly 
County. The road that extend 
into Caroline County. I thin 
getting at is we have to look 
just the direct impact of the 



nd use. It's transportation, 
resources and community 
' s a study area that varies 
archeological resources, for 
impacts and Tucahoe state 
systems don't recognize 
be looking at Caroline 
beyond the site also extends 
k the heart of what you're 
at cumulative impacts. Not 
project on the site but its 



induced effects on surrounding areas that may be more 
removed and distant or occur later in time. That's the 
kind of definition of a cumulative impact. We lookout look 
at direct, indirect and commutative effects so your 
concerns will be addressed in the Environmental Assessment, 
yes . 

>> Let's move back over here on this side. 

Yes, sir. You. 

>> Thank you. My name Jay Falstad. 

From the Queen Anne's' Conservation. Two questions one is 
general and one is more specific that I'd like to direct to 
Mr. Culver, please. 

The first question is: Without a detailed cost 
benefits analysis how can you say that this project will be 



a savings to taxpayers? Is this just a feeling or do you 
have specific data that demonstrates this will actually 
save taxpayer money? 

The second question which I'd like the direct to 
Mr. Culver, sir last week you said there would be no 
nighttime training and it was also suggested that the mock 
urban building that would be built would be no higher than 
a grain silo. I have no doubt that you're more familiar 
with embassy security than me, but I would imagine that 
meaningful embassy and diplomatic security training would 
involve night training and would involve operations in 
buildings greater than two or three stories . How do you 



this training in small buildings that don't at adequately 
represent — — adequately offer the training that you 
envision? ? 

(Applause) . 

>> No training that you're going to create 

is gonna be exact. And the training scenarios and 
situations and facilities that we'll plan to build will be 
as closes to realistic as possible. But they will not 
simulate an exact replica of what water diplomats will be 
facing in their overseas environments. 

As to the nighttime training I believe what I said last 
week was that our training is determined to be during the 
daytime hours. And that is from roughly 7:30 or 8:00 in 

the morning to 5:00 in the evening. There may be a 
situation whereby we have to go beyond that period of time. 
But they will be rare. They will thot be situation — 
>> You said — 

>> Well look. Let me finish, okay? 

Our training window is daytime training. There may be 
a rare instance when we have to go beyond that window. But 
that will be far the exception rather than the rule. I 
can't speak to that training right now. But that training 
is regular business hours. That's when we do. 

>> One of the things I've heard is that you 

can make promises now that you can present to this 
audience. But none of these promises are enforceable. So 
that if you were to provide a document written document 



tonight that essentially gave us your word that operations 
would be confined to the time that you just said, there 
would be no way for citizens to challenge that moving 
forward. And so in the end once the camel's nose is under 
the tent, the camel's in the tent. 
(Applause) . 

>> I believe this was raised last week as 

well. And the way I responded to that and I will again 
tonight is that these hearings are a matter of public 
record. And whether or not it's in writing or not, what is 
documented here and what is said is a matter of record and 

it's on the record. And that's the reality of what's 
happening here. And I didn't say anything that's not going 
to remain on the public record. And it is a matter for 
future reference. 

>> And let me just add to that to something 

we brought up in the presentation. Is that, we are fully 
prepared to enter into some kind of the communicate liaison 
relationship. I talked last week and we said we'd do that 
during the construction phase. We'd be more than happy to 
meet with the community. Once the facility is operational 
Director Culver is committed to a liaison organization 
within the training center that would meet regularly where 
we can talk and discuss, you know, operations and all of 
those issues. 

Ellyn, the other part of your question to talk a little 



bit about the economic issues. 

>> Before I discuss some of the economic 

issues, I do want to expand on what director Culver and 
Chuck just said. And that is that with NEPA, or the 
National Environmental Policy Act, any change made to our 
master plan, which would come out of the NEPA process, 
would require a follow on NEPA process. And I think that 
that's a very important distinction. That if we wish to 
change operations for any reason we would enter into this 
process with you, which requires public participation, 

again. And I suppose that's now on the record and I 
hopefully that's clear. With regard to the economic 
effects or savings, there are many savings or efficiencies, 
as we've been saying, with consolidating training 
functions. We're still working the numbers that are very 
specific based on demographic and locational 
characteristics of the county including prevailing wages, 
tax rates, all sorts of things like that. And we do hope 
to have that information for you within the next several 
weeks . 

But the studies that we have looked at in Georgia and 
other facilities, and that our consultant team prepare 
have all shown efficiencies not just operational but 
economically as well as both in the short-term and 
long-term cost benefits of, it's basically an economy of 
scale by consolidating. 

>> Okay. Yes, ma'am, you in the middle 



with the red sweater on please. 

>> My name is aiak Jackie Klein. Bridge 

Town Estates roughly four miles down the road from this 
Ruthsburg facility. Originally I'm not from the eastern 
shore. A chicken nuggar. But I fell in my does — GSA 
seems to have all the complicated answers in regards to 
agriculture, architect, regulation, studies data, but when 
it comes to the simple answers you do not have direct clear 

answers regarding the charge, detonation or bombs and what 
chemicals they contain. 

Before you build onto our land I think we need to know 
what you're putting onto our ground. 

The gentlemen with the red box touched on character 
counts. "Truth" is one of the seven pillars. I would 
appreciate the truth about the chemicals. My husband's 
nine-year-old sister who lived in Queen Anne's County her 
whole life died of cancer. I want to know about the 
chemicals . 

(Applause) . 

>> And my answer to that is if you're 

willing to wait until the draft EA is published, you will 
have all that information. 

>> Why don't (inaudible) it's simple. 

>> I said before. I do not have a list of 

all the chemicals that we're using. That's been provided 
to our consultants. They are looking at the impacts and 



effects of that. If you will please wait until the draft 
EA comes out you will have all that information. 

>> Why do we need a report? It just should 

be what is in they're those charges and the bombs. You 
should know that prior to this. There should be no report. 
Be a good neighbor. Please have answers. The truth. 

>> We are preparing all of the answers to 



your questions. Thank you. 

Okay. Let's move onto some of the other questions. 
Sir, right down here. 

>> My name's Andrew Eastman. I live on 

Greenville Road. Do you consider Ruthsburg a community, 
yes or no. 

» Yes. 

>> Locating this facility in a community 

that support of this development is a paramount concern. 
We're from Ruthsburg we don't support it. This is your 
fact number eight . 

(Applause) . 

>> Okay. Over here on this side. Myles, 

yes, sir you with the hat. You can stand up. 

>> Hi guys my name is Mike wi dell. Doing 

a lot of bird watching lately. Never did it before in my 
life. I took a lot of — I did not get permission to walk 
on the Ashley's farm and Alan Harwood's aid met me today 
and said he didn't see any nests. I don't know. I did 
find Delmarva — — along with animal activist and 



Mr. Harwood's aid who's not a hundred percent sure that's 
what it is. — — — 

However, the lady that spoke earlier I'm not good 
with names. Made point of making sure that you all know 
they didn't find any nests on property. However she did 

not know or did not explain to you that May they may have 
found other species of life on the property that do need 
the still be protected. I just want to bring that up. 

The sound noise levels I saw on the newspaper audit ad 
the other day about sound noise levels. The capitol I 
think that Sid like 60 or 70 decibels for the three pound 
bomb . 

Make sure you're reading what you're getting and make 
sure you're getting what you euear you're getting. 

Young lady right here in the aisle. She's been very 
patient right behind you. 

>> My question is, why is it that people 

who want this center don't seem to be these who live near 
it? They aren't the ones who will be hurt it the most. 

Also, why have those people already left the meeting? 
(Applause) . 

>> Thank you very much for your comment 

Young lady. Let's move back to the middle. 

>> Thank you. I have a few statements and 

then I have a question for I guess it's Ms. Ellyn. 

Number one. Chuck you look frustrated are you 



frustrated . 

>> No ma'am, my knee hurts. 

>> Can you imagine how we feel? We are 

very frustrated. Okay? I don't have a little box. But I 



can guarantee you you won't guarantee us but I can you 
few guarantees and I'm proud of that young lady back there 
Hearing from our youth is incredible. It is. But I can 
give you guarantee not one signature in that box is from 
someone that lives in Ruthsburg. 
(Applause) . 

I'll go one step and make your another guarantee. Not 
one person who has stood up tonight who is for this lives 
in Ruthsburg. 

(Applause) . 

Everybody talks how this is affecting Queen Anne's 
County. It's not just Queen Anne's it's Carolyn. It's 
Talbot. Kent. It's all around. We can't forget them as 
well . 

I live in Ruthsburg. I'm 60 feet from the property 
line. That's huge. Okay? 

My question, like I said is for Ms. Ellyn. What other 
facilities that you currently use for detonating the 
3-pound bombs have historic homes nearby like you already 
know we do in Ruthsburg as a hard skills facility? 

>> Hello. This won't maybe be a popular 

answer but I don't know... (microphone feedback) excuse me 
I'm an architect with the State Department. My role very 



specifically is to undertake the architectural and 
engineering portion of the project. And I need to defer to 

give you an answer to the Diplomatic Security Bureau 
representatives. Because it's their training that's done 
at those 19 locations. It's not my role. I can tell you 
and it's not federal facility. But it is one that we have 
visited because we think it's comparable, and that is the 
Maryland State Police Facility in Sykesville is within a 
historic district. 

It's not one of our operations. Admittedly. But it 
is — they do conduct explosive demonstrations. Indoor and 
outdoor firing range exercises, as well as driving track 
training. So I can defer if you know some of the 
demographic information about the other facilities. 

>> Can you guys prove that they do set off 

explosives there? Because your people told me — they do 
not set off explosives there. 

>> That ' s right they told us the same 

thing . 

>> And I was told by your people that they 

do not set off explosives there. 

>> I don't have a microphone. They do set 

off explosives twice annually. 

>> Okay. So they're set off twice a year. 

But you're planning on setting these off, three pound bombs 
six thyme times a year. So if I understand you correctly 



you can't tell me what the effects will be over time on the 
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historical properties as we're doing this over and over 
again, is that correct? 

>> Can I tell you right now. 

>> Are we going get any kind of — 

>> Yes . We are studying the cultural 

resource impacts as part of the Environmental Impact 
Assessment. (Microphone feedback) and that is one of the 
things we'll study and we'll take your comment and make 
sure we study the other facilities. As far as we've heard 
from our discussions with the Maryland State Police there 
are no issues. But I don't want to speak for them. 

I do want to confirm that they do indeed set off 
explosives. They have a notification system through flyers 
and public notices. Two weeks and one week before any 
detonation where they notify the neighbors within a certain 
radius . And that seems to be fairly typical for most 
training centers that have explosives demonstration. And 
we would be happy to implement a similar strategy. 

>> One more question for you. One more 

question for you. And I know the three pound bomb is all 
this big thing and everybody's all upset as about it. But 
as a gentlemen behind me mentioned even a half pound charge 
is quite loud and disruptive. Do you realize that you are 
planning on setting eleven half pound charges or less right 
by our home per day. Per day. 
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>> I am familiar with the frequency of all 

of the charges. The half pound is approximately nine times 
a day — nine times a week. Twice a day. There are other 
charges that will also potentially occur on a daily basis. 
Probably not every day. It depends on the training 
schedule. And one of the things that our acoustical 
engineers are looking at is the technology and options for 
minimizing that sound. You see it and I know a little bit 
of the map they produced, they're studying decibel levels, 
which is the standard unit of measure for sound at the 
property line and as well as distances as far as away at as 
the high school and beyond. That modeling isn't complete 
yet. The information at the workshop last week I believe 
was without mitigation. I'll ask Julie... so most of it 
was without met gauges. That was raw data. And which 
represents in essence in some case it is worse case 
scenario. In some cases we will be able to minimize that 
sound. I don't want to claim question minimize all of it. 
But especially closer it seems that the way sound travel in 
the terms of waves it's easier to mitigate closer to the 
detonation than at a distance. 

>> So these nine charges or more per day 

will be going on during the week while the daycare provider; 
will be trying to get their children to sleep and while 
we're home trying to enjoy our quality of life. All that's 



going to happen. You expect us to accept it. 



>> I don't expect anything but I understand 
your concerns. 

>> Have you ever heard a 3-pound charge? 

>> That's a good question. Can I ask 
that . . . 

>> Can everybody hear me again now? Okay. 



Let's move back here in the back. Okay. Right down here. 
There is about five hand up. There's one of you. Yes, 
ma'am you with the glasses. 



>> Mr. Culver speaks of being on the 

record. And what is your name, sir? 
» Me? 
» Yes. 
» Chuck. 

>> You talk about being on the record. And 



on December 22nd at a teleconference that we had with the 
GSA with Dale Anderson and Mr. Mcgurgen, he talked about 
the being on the record. Mr. Mcgurgen said the three pound 
bombs would be off once a week. Is what he said. And also 
mentioned the helicopters. And what record are we supposed 
to believe and which is actually factual, just so I know? 
Just clear that up for me. 
(Applause) . 

>> Well that's a good point. What I would 



ask you is during the phone call with Mr. Anderson and 
Mr. murgance you're absolutely correct. He made the 



statement that said the three pound bomb would go off once 
a week. Weave we're now saying we've changed it and 
reduced to it no more than six times a year. Would. . . I 
mean is that an issue for you? 

>> My issue is what prevents from changing 

it back. And you also talked about the antiterrorism 
techniques you're going to be training these people. What 
prevents you from changing what you're doing now to suit 
their needs then? 

(Applause) . 

>> Well, I think both of those questions 

have already been asked and been answered. Okay. 
>> (Audience) . 

>> Let's answer one question at a time, 

thank you very much. 

Okay. Ellyn talked a little bit early about if we 
change any of significant operations we have to go through 
this whole process again. So there's no way that we can 
avoid doing this types of things. Okay? 

>> How do I determine what's significant 

is? It's all these words, sir. They just change 
constantly. And you use these terms. You know, and we're 
just — all we want is facts. Truth, facts. And we don't 



want them to change, daily, weekly monthly or whatever you 
think we want to hear. That's the problem. 

>> Thank you. Your point is well taken. I 



appreciate that . 

Okay. Right behind you there Pedro on the end. 

>> Thank you sir for taking my questions 

and my comments. At this point — — bare with me please. 
This is what I just wrote lately. There is no town where 
you want to put this facility. You said Mr. Raderstorf 
that the people come handgun in and out of town there is no 
town. I live there I'm a farmer there. I've been living 
there for 18 years. My husband farms a farm for 60 years 
he's been with his family. And this is something no one 
has touched and it ' s something that saddens my heart . I 
hear that these facilities have divided communities. And I 
can see this here. But you know what I'm happy to tell you 
that Ruthsburg is not divided. Rule Ruthsburg is a block. 
It's very easy to be generous with someone else's land. All 
those letters in there don't live next door to me or to you 
when you come. It's very easy to say you're (inaudible) . 
Now the rhetoric has changed that we don't want to help 
with the global recession. But Ruthsburg cannot bear the 
brunt of the global recession. This is going to destroy 
us. Now that's the last thing I said. 

But just remember, we're Ruthsburg. This is not about 

Queen Anne. If there is a referendum uhm my comment is 
here it should be in this sixth district alone. 
(Applause) . 

Thank you for patience. This is what I prepared two 
days ago. Facility economics impactor. All what is 



boiling down at this point here is the economic impact. 
You guys and the people from the commerce association say 
that it is a benefit for us. 

Ruthsburg thinks it's going to be destroying all of us 

But this is about facilities economic impact. If you 
build this facility here how many people do you think will 
want to remain living around the facility? How many peopl 
would want to move out of the area? When those houses are 
put for sale, do you think the prices will be effected and 
perhaps go down? 

Who would want to come and live in the area and buy 
those houses? What is going to happen to the price of the 
farmland for us farmers? 

Who would want to come and operate a farm in proximity 
to this facility? I wouldn't. But I can't move the farm 
with me. I can't go — a lot of people trust the shore. 
The western shore to the eastern shore looking for this 
kind of life and commute every day. A lot of these new 
developments a like this. We have federal agents all over 
We love them. We adore them. They work over there. Thos 

people can go look for these rural lifestyle somewhere 
else. What do we do the Callahans and the Jacksons and th 
Masons and Millers and Ashleys? And where are we going to 
go with our land? We can't carry with it with us. 

One last comment. Have you done for the math for this 
facility? $500 million from all of us including you in 



order to create 400 new jobs. How about getting those 
$70 million of those first application to — — and see how 
many jobs can they create? Anybody can envision China 
buying the chickens that we feed, the farmers. We need to 
think about other ways to bring money to this eastern 
shore. We don't need a war zone in our land. And we live 
there. We are part of the sixth district. I'm not telling 
you about from here Centreville. I live in the middle of 
what you're going to create. Thank you so much. 

» Thank you. 

(Applause) . 

>> Okay. Sir in the green shirt. 

>> Thank you. Just two quick questions. I 

think first one can probably be answered in a yes or no and 
then just a quick observation. 

I think one thing that everybody in this room could 
agree about and I think it ' s one thing that put you people 
in a difficult and somewhat defensive spot which we all can 
appreciate. Your presentations for the last four public 

sessions have a sense of finality to them. That you are 
just — the decision has been made. Alterations will be 
made in the project but there is a sense of finality to it. 
And so ice really more after a marketing pension than 
anything. But one thing that hasn't been touched on and 
maybe you can think is decision making process. Looking 
back on how the preferred site was selected. We've heard 
about the criteria. You've talked a lot about that. 



You've mentioned a lot of the numbers for various reasons 
which I don't fully understand. The sites weren't 
indicated what the site or the criteria. First question, 
yes or no, on the decision making process on the preferred 
site, were any federally elected representatives 
participating in the decision that selected Ruthsburg? 

>> Do you want to touch on that. I mean, 

the answer to that is no. 

>> So you're going on the record that no 

representative or no senator had any input. 

Now looking at forward you've given the time line and 
some has to be hypothetical with the EA and public period. 
And I assume — I think people would be interested and I 
know this is a hypothetical question. But what is the 
potential time line on a decision if just an EA is done? 
Or two, if an EIS, environmental impact study has to be 
zone? And you indicated last week that none of the final 

decision makers are in this room. And we can all 
appreciate that and I don't mean that as a negative 
negative reflection on any of you. But can you indicate 
who the final decision makers are? 

>> Let m ask Alan to address that. 

>> Thank you. There was definitely no 

political involvement in the site selection process or in 
the procurement group or the project team other than many 
congressional representatives, governors from all the 



states writing letters asking us to consider sites in their 
states . 

That always happens on projects. It happened on this 
one. But the project team — and I would like to say that 
all of us as government officials are very careful with our 
ethics and the way we go about projects. And we would 
never, never want to be forced or allow ourselves to be 
forced to make a decision like that. So at the project 
level and site selection level there was definitely no 
political involvement. 

I want to get to the first thing you said about whether 
we — there is some heir of finality about this. That's a 
perception in the community or room that's very 
unfortunate. We don't feel that way at all. We said right 
away that it's not a done deal. We've said that and we're 
saying it today. And it's important that we go through the 

Environmental Assessment process. It's the law we have to 
follow it. We want to follow it. 

And once all the impacts are in and they're studied 
then we can see whether in fact it's a FONSI, finding of no 
significant impact, or the impacts are significant enough 
to warrant extension into a Environmental Impact Statement. 

And you asked about. So there is no heir of finality 
on our part . And I hope we ' re clear about that and not 
imparting some other concept. 

Getting to the time line, I think we said last week and 
Alan said earlier that we've estimate that it's 90 to 120 



days after the end of the public comment period. And we 
don't know because we don't know what other comments we're 
going to get that we're going to have to address to 
finalize the document, if you will. 



>> Final decision. 

>> Final decision makers are the seniors in 
the State Department and GSA. 

» Who? 

>> I don't know. I don't know that answer. 

>> Are you kidding me. 

>> No I'm not because I don't know how high 
up it would go. 

>> Can you find out for us? 

>> Who do you give your answers to. 



>> Excuse me? 

>> Who do you give your answers to. 

>> We're going to go up the chain to people 

in the — the higher levels. It's a big, big agency. Both 
of them. 

>> (inaudible) . 

>> We'll find out and we'll provide that 

answer . 

>> Okay. What time is it . . . (response) . 

» Okay. Folks it's like 8:45 I've been 

told. I don't have my watch on. We'll do about 15 more 



minutes and see if we can wrap up around 9:00. 



>> Assume sir, could you get this guy up 

he's had his hand up for a long time. 

>> You're absolutely correct. Myles can 

you get the mic to this guy. 

>> Hi I'm George crew ta. Paid firefighter. 

My wife is a first grade teacher. First question is where 
is Frank (inaudible) tonight? 

(Applause) . 

My wife is pregnant with twins. We live in brin town. 
Just a few miles away. I've been to New Mexico tech. I've 
been the bomb school. How do the neighbors there feel. 

>> Louder. 

>> Jobs, they're nice. But how many jobs 



are going to be Queen Anne's County residents? 

A lot of people are really shall we say if business 
owners want this. That's really nice. And I'd like to see 
a good list of those businesses so we can visit them. Or 
not . 

The government can keep their porkulous, I mean the 
stimulus. This can be moved to a military facility. You 
can cram it down there throats. 

We can hear Aberdeen at our house. How far is Aberdeen 
from us? 

(Applause) . 

. . . and I've been to Sykesville and I believe the thing 
they let off is flash bangs and — — 
(Applause) . 



>> Thank you. Myles right behind you. Yes 

gentleman in the suit. 

My name Nick Store. I live in Chester here in Queen 
Anne's County. I'm a retired federal Senior Executive. I 
worked at O and B. I worked at Federal Aviation 
Administration. I worked at the predecessor of the Atomic 
Energy Commission. I've seen a lot of studies. I'm very 
disturbed about your going in assumption that you had to 
have all of your facilities in one nut, in one 1200-acre, 
2,000-acre package. 

By par PA parsing it into two or three sections you 

could then take advantage of other facilities other federal 
property without losing a whole lot of the economy of the 
scale you're looking at and probably be much less 
disruptive. For example the USDA land surrounding the 
secret sies in Beltsville, I was speaking with a 
representative of in Maryland Dept of Natural Resources 
yesterday. Fort Mead is actually excessing or surplussing 
hundreds of acres right now, just across the bay from us. 
And other facilities. And the whole classroom piece I know 
you currently use the foreign service institute in 
Arlington. Why everybody has to all the way from State 
Department out to Ruthsburg for classroom training just 
doesn't make any sense. It doesn't necessarily all have to 
hang together with the operational facilities. 

So the question that I would put on the table is, why 



not parse the whole package to make it easier to fit into 
other locations that would be more accessible? That's my 
question. But before you answer that I'd like to make a 
couple of other points. 

One of the questions came up, was how we might be 
do a referendum and what is the will of the people. For 
the last 18 months Queen Anne's County has been going 
through a comprehensive plan update. Every county in 
Maryland is required to do that about every six years. 

1 months ago, actually 11 months ago. Last March the 

county published a so called visioning report that had been 
developed over a number of months before that . That 
involved interviews with hundreds of county residents. 
There was also some telephone poling and attention 
Things like that. And I'm going to provide a copy of the 
Report and also county's 2010 Jan, last month's economic 
Report as well. 

If there was a facility that you could have held up 
During those discussions that was sort of a poster child of 
everything that the county did not want to have, it would 
have been this facility. 

The attributes that the countywide review of the 
comprehensive plan looked at were they liked the vistas and 
views and the scenery and the farmland settings of the 
eastern shore and our county. 

Very — lots of concerns about water quality, the water 
table issues. Disruption and traffic issues were paramount 



of things we wanted to try to continue to manage. I'm that 
report available to you. But basically all the unpleasant 
aspects that you're trying to mitigate because you're 
causing them in the first place are all of the things we 
didn't want to have in the county to begin with. 

And there were a number of different committees on that 
comprehensive plan update process. There was an Economic 
Developing Committee. Their concerns were addressed and 

incorporated but they were substantially mitigated by the 
action of the more broadly based all the other committees 
as well. 

So basically the county was spoke or has spoken in that 
planning process that this is not the kind of a thing that 
the county really wants to have here in the first place. 

So I'll provide both of these reports. 

On the issue of jobs by the way. If this generates 400 
jobs, four or five years from now it's not clear that all 
of those would be jobs for Queen Anne's County residents 
because people are going to commute from Delaware and Kent 
and Caroline and elsewhere as well. 

So only a handful of those jobs will probably wind up 
being held by Queen Anne's County residents assuming the 
facility is built in the first place. 

Queen Anne's County actually has the lowest 
unemployment rate on the eastern shore right now. 
6 . 9 percent . 



For most of the last decade, since 2000, the 
unemployment rate in Queen Anne's County was 3 percent. 
Less than 500 people unemployed. Many of them may have 
been looking for jobs. And once you get down to 3 percent 
unemployment for all intents and purposes due to turnover 
that's pretty much full employment. We were actually in 
pretty good shape. And in terms of economic development we 

have problems today. We have store fronts that are vacant 
and we can't get businesses in to fill those. So there are 
plenty of tuns for other types of businesses to come to 
Queen Anne's County to generate employment. We don't need 
a federal facility to kick off 400 jobs down the stream. 
That's my point. Now I'd like you to go back and address 
if question of could this be parsed? And could you go back 
and look at Fort Mead could you go back and talk to USDA 
and Secret Service? Back to Quantico? There are pieces of 
this that you could prs out. There are a FLETC facility in 
Cheltenham. There are alot of facilities you can do 
these type of things with much lower cost. Secondly much 
less disruptive. Already similar functions being performed 
today . 

(Applause) . 

>> Now specifically let's me just talk to 

the issue of parsing. Essentially that's what we're doing 
now. Pretty much every facility that you named we have 
some aspect of training that's already being conducted in 
those locations. And it's because of that inefficiencies 



of moving between those different facilities that the 
decision was made some time ago to try and consolidate 
those functions. I understand your point, that perhaps, 
you know, the economy of scale may be a little bit 
different if we were to move a piece here and move a piece 

over there. But, you know, quite honestly. Diplomatic 
Security has been looking at this for the last 12 years, 
you know, trying to come up with a solution that provides a 
more efficient system of doing business than what we have 
right now. 

All right. Let's start to — let's see. Let's start to 
wind it up. Yes, ma'am you here on the aisle in the red 
sweater . 

>> Lisa KURNEY another. A stone's throw 

from Tucahoe State Park. And my husband is here with me 
tonight. And he is going to articulate the questions that 
we have as a family. So here you go and this is Mike cer 
knee . 

>> Thank you. Thank you y'all. I'm a 

government man. With the Department of Defense 2 9 years. 
And I'm with you on this mission to be completed. This 
mission needs to be completed. But this is not the place 
to do it . It's not enough land. Us surrounded people we 
have horses. If you look at Tucahoe State Park right the 
other side them trees a lot of people with horses. Anybody 
ever seen what a spooked horse does? 



» Yes. 
» Yes. 

>> The most dearest thing to my heart 

besides my wife is my daughter. A temperament mare. The 



show horse. If she gets bucked off that horse she'd be 
severely injured. We're wan mile. And that's our main 
concern is public safety. And my wife and daughter all 
summer long. Show season starts April to October. All 
summer, the trailer the horse. Up and down. Four and five 
day as a week sometimes in the summer. What happens a 
horse gets spooked in a trailer. Pretty devastating. 
Horse rears up. You got a mess. Very possible scenario 
here . 

I've read a article there and to start last week I 
think it was Frank Cradville sent questions to the GSA. 
Y'all answered back. And there was a question about the 
noise levels and, you know, comparisons and seemed a little 
vague whatever. I'm in hearing protection program at work. 
Have been for 2 0 some years. Active duty. 

There was a noise level from the explosives range to 
the closest property line because 120 range. Was that 
correct? 

>> Julie is that accurate? 

» 120 's accurate? 

>> To the nearest property range. 

>> Yes from the nearest property line 

surrounding the site. 



>> In our OSHA guidelines — — I train 

people go to and from Iraq and Iran — Afghanistan I mean. 



But our guidelines here at the 120s, right here in this 
OSHA handbook, pain begins. In the mid 120s of the sound 
level. In your hearing. 
Pain begins . 

So it's sort of like you're inflicting pain on your 
neighbors. Not sort of like. It's a fact. According to 
OSHA. 

Permanent hearing loss. 

Permanent hearing loss in the 120s. I mean, what if 
somebody's over there deer hunting up in a tree. Plenty of 
people hunting on adjacent properties. Besides the danger 
of the horses which is very dangerous. If you haven't seen 
a spooked horse you need to see something. Watch a spooked 
horse and the damage. But the people living here close by. 
Why should we have to wear hearing protection in your 
yards . 

>> What I did want to stress is that the 

120 is at the immediate property line. As you move further 
away it does decrease. 

>> I understand. But the range where we're 

in this our house is I think is 105. On our property. Our 
horse is very skiddish. We're asking for big problems if 
if project comes here. 

One other things as far as is it explosives storage 



facility. What is the maximum net storage weight that can 

92 

be stored in the explosives facility? 

>> Chris, do you have that you have to top 

your head? 

>> The maximum weight total storage facility 

I'm unaware of off the top of my head. I couldn't answer 
that at this moment. 

>> Well, you know, well if there would be 

to a maximum credible event at that facility we need know 
what the overpressures would be at the closest property 
line. Because that involves permanent destruction of 
eardrums . 

>> You're correct in that. Is that one 

thing I would state is that the facility and the 
explosives storage area is being designed to federal 
standard. We do have a blast consultant working on this 
and is familiar with the blast charges. I'm not familiar 
off the top of my head what the charges are as tooth the 
charges stored in that facility as a whole. But that will 
be considered in the design and blast consultant handling 
that and overpressures and how it affects the area. And 
how it's being dealt with in terms of the design. It's — 
I'm sure you're familiar with the storage facilities which 
are much like bermed structures. They're earthened berms, 
which a contained unit is basically encased in a berm. 

And that provides some benefit and safety factor in the 
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event of a catastrophic event or something. 

>> So you don't really know what the 

overpressures would be because you don't really know net 
explosives weight capacity of that facility? 

>> I don't have that information, no. 

>> Can we get that information to us 

somehow . 

>> I'm sure we could answer that question. 

We just can't answer it tonight. 

>> But that one 120 range we do agree that 

that can personally damage somebody's hearing at the 
closest property line, right? Is that okay with you guys? 

>> Julie can you talk to that a little 

more . 

» Okay. 120 yes, as far as OSHA is 

concerned its zero hours for hearing damage. As we've 
said this is 120. This is out door exterior noise. This 
is at the property line of the FASTC site. At certain 
locations where I don't believe there are any residences, 
although I need to check that . 

As you go for more hours, the sound decrease. So OSHA 
for a 90 day finish eight hours would require hearing 
protection. We're looking n into ways to reduce this 120DB 
to the best of our ability to. Speak to your comment about 
horses I knows that a big concern in this community and 



we're certainly doing a lot of research and starting to 
look at reports to answer to that question to try to 
understand more how the horses will react to these kinds of 
events . 

>> If the DOD had a facility on my property 

and the DB was 105 would OSHA require me to wear hearing 
protection at 105? 

>> Not if it was a singular event like what 

we're talking about with six times a year. 

>> They tell me anything over ninety I need 

to have hearing protection. It's not going to cause 
permanent hearing loss but you're required to wear hearing 
protection. In okay. One other thing. I heard the word 
culture involved in the EA study. Culture is involved in 
the EA study. 

>> Aim sorry. Say that again. 

>> The word culture. Is that involved in 

the EA study. The the Ruthsburg culture and the Tucahoe 
State Park culture referred. 

>> Cultural resource. Archeological 

resources. Historic architecture. Visual quality and a 
cultural landscape. All those are kind of broadly termed 
cultural resources and yes Ruthsburg is part of the 
culture . 

>> See the culture at Tucahoe Park will be 



ruined really. There's riding trail, young novice riders. 
I can't stress you. Don't have a horse you don't know 



nothing about horses you don't once. But this is serious 
business. There's going to be injuries. I hate to say is 
that and I hate to to talk that . 

One last thing. If I were to sell my house or rental 
house. You see any real estate person will tell you this. 
When you see advertisement asset, near Tucahoe State Park. 
You know, people want to go to Tucahoe State Park too. Want 
to buy a piece of property near there. That's an asset. 
If this facility is built will we be able to put that? 
(Applause) . 

>> Okay. Ladies and gentlemen you've been 

very patient tonight. One last question. Right over here 
the gentleman with the hat you got your hand up. 

>> Bear with me. I'm a little nervous. I 

don't speak publicly very often. As far as the finding of 
no significant impact. 

>> Sir the move the microphone just a 

little closer. 

>> The as far as finding of no significant 

impact the thing hasn't been built yet and there's already 
a significant impact. So what does that tell you about 
what's to come? And I think you're stepping over the main 
point. You're trying to mitigate sound and pollution and 

wildlife and traffic and all that stuff but to me the main 
point is just the mere presence of it alone. It's a 

significant impact to our community. And whether or not 



you can make the noise go quiet, you know, quieter than you 
expect or you can make the pollution to a minimum, it's 
still going there. And, you know, no buffer or shrubbery 
or baffles is going to hide a 2,000-acre training facility 
amongst our very peaceful and beautiful environment. 

So I'm just voicing my strong opposition. I'm also a 
small business owner. I don't have a gimmick, a box or 
anything like that. And I'm not part of the chamber. I'm 
not going to shamelessly plug my business either. But I am 
strongly against it. Thank you. 

(Applause) . 

>> Okay. Ladies and gentlemen. Thank you 

very much. You've been very patient. We appreciate your 
comments. And thank you very much for coming out. We look 
forward to seeing you again at the next public meeting 
after the draft and Environmental Assessment is published. 
Thank you very much. 



